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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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2a)IEI This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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6) IEI Claim(s) 1-9 and 11-20 is/are rejected. 

7) D' Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the amendment received on February 7, 2005. 
Examiner herein notes Claims 1-9 and 1 1-20 pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation. of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claim 1-2, 5-6, 8-9, 12-13 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Munguia et al., US Patent 6381644. 

As in Claims 1, 8, 12 and 19, Munguia et al. teaches a computer implemented 
method and computer-readable medium with computer-readable instructions for 
receiving form name input (Fig. 8, Fig 9a) which corresponds to data stored on a 
plurality of forms in a cellular site information database, in response to receiving form 
name input, displaying on a display device a blank one of the forms on which the data 
corresponding to the received form name input is stored (Fig 9b) and receiving a key 
field on the displayed form which corresponds to a cellular site ("user ID" field 439, 532), 
then generating queries to retrieve data (search criteria) corresponding to the form 
name input and the identified cellular site from the database (Column 15, line 25 et 
seq.), and sending the queries to the database and receiving the data corresponding to 
the form name input and identified cellular site from the database and displaying this 
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data (Column 18, lines 31-39) on a displayed form, and receiving user input editing the 
data, generating and sending commands corresponding to user input to edit cellular site 
data in the information database (Figure 9g and corresponding text, Column 16, line 26 
et seq.). 

As in Claim 2, Munguia et al. teaches the key field is input by a user (Figure 9 
and corresponding text). 

As in Claim 9, Munguia et al. teaches the form name input is a channel (Figure 
9g and corresponding text) 

As in Claims 5-6, it is inherently included in Munguia et al. for the queries to be 
several line commands executed by a command handler application with interfaces in 
conjunction with a cellular site information database. A command handler application is 
necessary to handle user-inputted commands, which are taught by Munguia et al. 
(requests made by the mobile subscriber, See also Claim 1 rejection supra). 

As in Claim 13, Munguia et al. teaches the update application program module 
operative to transmit commands to the cellular processor (Fig. 9g and corresponding 
text, Column 16, line 26 et seq.). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claim 3 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Munguia et al. f US Patent 6381644. 

Munguia et al., discloses separating the information selected from the rest of the 
document. Munguia et al., fails to teach and Ericsson database and Operation supports 
sytem as recited in the claims. Within the field of the invention, it would be obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to use an Ericsson database and Operation Support 
system with the invention since the Assignee for the Munguia et al. Patent is MCI 
WorldCom, a communications company. One would have been motivated to make 
such a combination because a query interface for use in a specific database system 
would have been obtained. 

6. Claims 4 and 11, 14-18 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Munguia et al., US Patent 6381644, and further in view of Cambray 
etal., US Patent 5577112. 

Munguia et al. teaches a method for querying cellular site information databases 
according to specified key field form name input and editing of this data as in Claims 1 , 
12 and 19. While Munguia et al. teaches cellular site information database querying 
and editing, they fail to show the use of either SQL commands (specifically update, 
review, insert and delete), as recited in Claims 4, 11, 14-18 and 20, or a command 
handler application to execute commands in conjunction with the cellular site database 
as recited in claims 5-6. In the same field of the invention, Cambray et al. teaches a 
telecommunication management system similar to that of Munguia et al. In addition, 
Cambray et al. further teaches the queries are completed using SQL commands (via an 
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interactive query language such as by standard query language ( SQL ) commands.", 
Column 3, lines 53-55) as in Claims 4, 11, 14, 20, specifically editing commands such 
as update (modify), review (list), insert and delete (Column 6, lines 28-32) as in claims 
15-18. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Munguia et al. and Cambray et al. before him at the. time the invention was 
made, to modify the querying method using form name input taught by Munguia et al. to 
include the SQL commands of Cambray et al., in order to obtain a query system 
implemented using a structured query language. One would have been motivated to 
make such a combination because an efficient query system of cellular site databases 
would have been obtained, as taught by Cambray et al. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-9 and 1 1-20 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

With respect to the Claim amendments, the rejections of the independent claims 
with respect to previously applied reference have been altered to show that Munguia 
still discloses the subject matter of the independent claims as seen supra. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

The prior art made of record on form PTO-892 and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Applicant is required under 37 C.F.R. § 1.111(c) to 
consider these references fully when responding to this action. The documents cited 
therein teach similar user interfaces for querying and editing cellular site information 
databases. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sara M Hanne whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4135. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30am-4:00pm, off on 
alternating Fridays. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather R Herndon can be reached on (571) 272-4136. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

smh 




